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PER CURI AM

Dani | o Montoya previously appeal ed the district court’s
final order denying relief on his 28 U S.C. § 2255 (2000) notion.
We denied a certificate of appealability and di sm ssed t he appeal .

See United States v. Montoya, No. 03-7636 (4th Cr. Mar. 30, 2004)

(unpubl i shed). Montoya again appeals from the district court’s
deni al of his § 2255 noti on. Because we have previously determ ned
that Montoya has failed to provide grounds neriting a certificate

of appealability, it is the law of the case. Christianson v. Colt

| ndus. Operating Corp., 486 U S. 800, 815-16 (1988); United

States v. Bell, 5 F.3d 64, 66-67 (4th Cr. 1993).

Thus, we deny a certificate of appeal ability and di sm ss
the appeal. We dispense with oral argunent because the facts and
| egal contentions are adequately presented in the materials before

the court and argunment woul d not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



